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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PAT 7,003,546 to Cheah. 

As to claims 1,7,15,30, Cheah discloses a method of connecting business 
comprising identifying a plurality of business to participate in an online registry (col 2, 
lines 13-21), storing business profiles comprising business attributes (col 6, lines 29- 
31), searching the online registry to locate the information (col 6, lines 50-62), 
establishing contact between the inquiring business and the located business (col 6, 
lines 54-56). 

Cheah does not, however, teach determining whether the inquiring businesses 
are competitors from customer lists and restricting access if the businesses are 
competitors. Cheah does, however, teach only allowing "consenting users" to be able to 
view each other's data (fig 4, 404), therefore, it would be obvious to allow companies to 
deny a competitor to access their customer's information so as not allow a business to 
gather a competitor's customers. 

As to claims 16,22, as the system is shown to be on a computer (computer 
network), it would inherently be on a machine readable storage device as a machine 
reads the data. 
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As to claims 2,17, the business registry would conform to UDDI as HTML would 
meet this limitation, as discussed in the specification, and the system is shown to use 
HTML (col 28, lines 45-49). 

As to claims 3,18, the business information includes business identity information 
(inherent in that the business is identified), business description information (inherent in 
that the requestor is requesting a specific type of business) and communications 
information (contact information as discussed). 

As to claims 4,19, as the contact information is provided, it would inherently be 
extracted. 

As to claims 5,20, Cheah discloses defining access rights and defining 
permissible contacts (col 6, lines 40-42, "...information is able to be distributed to 
registered users..."), and defining selected business attributes as private (PID, via PID 
generator 214). 

As to claims 6,21. the businesses are authenticated (col 10, lines 43-51). 

As to claims 8,23, the communication link is established according to business 
attributes (inherent in that the request is for a specific type of business). 

As to claims 9,24, the business identity is the type of business. 

As to claims 10,25, as Cheah discloses similar businesses contacting each other, 
they would inherently share a business attribute, thereby meeting the limitations as 
claimed. 

As to claims 1 1 ,26, the attributes are business identity information and business 
description information (necessary as they are identified and described to potential 
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contactors) and communications information (inherent in that they are communicated 
with). 

As to claims 12,27, the business registry would conform to UDDI as HTML would 
meet this limitation, as discussed in the specification, and the system is shown to use 
HTML (col 28, lines 45-49). 

As to claims 13,28, Cheah discloses defining access rights and defining 
permissible contacts (col 6, lines 40-42, "...information is able to be distributed to 
registered users..."), and defining selected business attributes as private (PID, via PID 
generator 214). 

As to claims 14,29, the businesses are authenticated (col 10, lines 43-51). 

As to claim 31 , the communication link is inherently and necessarily established 
according to communication information. 

As to claim 32, the information would include contact information (title), this 
would inherently include who they are contacting. 

As to claim 33, the link would inherently be chosen based on who is being 
contacted. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner sliould be directed to IVIichael J. Fislier whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6804. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30am-5:00pm alt Fri. off. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Patent Examiner 
GAU 3629 



